To:  Griffin,  Susan[Griffin. Susan@epa.gov];  Way,  Steven[way. steven@epa.gov] 

Cc:  Dhieux,  Joyei[Dhieux.Joyel@epa.gov] 

From:  Fagen,  Elizabeth 

Sent:  Thur  7/23/201 5 4:48:05  PM 

Subject:  RE:  Silverton  Map  and  White  Paper 

That  sounds  great  to  me.  I received  some  input  from  different  people  on  the  6th  floor  yesterday.  I may 
be  worth  having  a quick  conversation  with  Steve  Dyment,  the  new  Superfund  Technical  Liaison,  regarding 
the  metais  analytical  work  he's  been  doing. 


Liz 

Liz  Fagen,  P.E. 

Environmental  Engineer 

US  EPA  Superfund  Project  Manager 

(303)312-6095 

EPA  Region  8 

1595  Wynkoop  St.,  Denver,  CO  80202 

— Original  Message — 

From:  Griffin,  Susan 

Sent:  Thursday,  July  23,  2015  9:21  AM 

To:  Way,  Steven 

Cc:  Dhieux,  Joyel;  Fagen,  Elizabeth 
Subject:  RE:  Silverton  Map  and  White  Paper 

Not  sure  if  you  were  already  off  the  call  when  we  discussed  this  analysis.  Field  portable  XRF  is  of  limited 
application  when  it  comes  to  gathering  data  for  risk  assessment  and  decision  making.  Fixed  XRF  is 
significantly  better  and  the  data  more  accurate.  We  also  need  to  analyze  a subset  of  the  data  for  a full 
metals  suite  which  rules  out  field  portable  XRF.  So,  once  we  get  approval  for  sampling  from  the  town  let's 
discuss  analytical  methods,  okay? 

— Original  Message — 

From:  Way,  Steven 

Sent:  Wednesday,  July  22,  2015  6:46  PM 
To:  Griffin,  Susan 

Cc:  Dhieux,  Joyel;  Fagen,  Elizabeth 
Subject:  Re:  Silverton  Map  and  White  Paper 

That  s fine  to  include  it  sooner. 

Also,  as  for  timing  on  the  data  for  the  town  samples,  my  thought  was  that  we  would  get  a few  lab  sample 
results  back  to  compare  our  XRF  data  to  before  reporting  data  to  all.  Any  opinions 

Sent  from  my  iPhone 

> On  Jul  22,  2015,  at  4:08  PM,  Griffin,  Susan  <Griffin.Susan@epa.gov>  wrote: 

> 

> I'd  like  to  include  the  bioaccessibility  testing.  Sooner  or  later  we  will  need  to  do  it. 

>  

> From:  Dhieux,  Joyel 

> Sent:  Wednesday,  July  22,  201 5 1 1 :22  AM 

> To:  Way,  Steven;  Fagen,  Elizabeth;  Griffin,  Susan 

> Subject:  Silverton  Map  and  White  Paper 

> 
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> Hi  Ail, 

> 

> I’ve  attached  a revised  version  of  the  white  paper.  Please  let  me  know  if  I’ve  captured  all  of  your 
comments  and/or  if  you  have  additional  comments  on  the  revised  version.  One  key  question:  We  do  still 
want  a bioaccessibility  test  for  some  of  the  samples,  right? 

> 

> I have  also  attached  two  maps.  The  first  map  shows  the  Town  of  Silverton  with  the  smelters 
highlighted  and  the  general  proposed  sampling  locations.  Please  let  me  know  if  there  are  other  locations 
we  should  add  (or  feel  free  to  add  them  yourself  in  the  Animas  viewer).  The  map  doesn’t  have  the  500 
foot  radius  around  the  smelters  that  Liz  had  included,  should  I add  that  back  in?  (Frankly,  I was  trying  to 
recreate  them  but  am  not  as  map  savvy  as  Liz!)  Is  there  anything  else  we  want  to  include  on  the  map? 

> 

> The  second  map  shows  the  Rose-Walsh  Smelter  site.  While  it  doesn’t  include  the  sampling  locations  or 
contamination  gradient,  it  at  least  shows  the  area  that  has  been  previously  sampled.  I’ll  keep  looking  for 

a better  map  to  demonstrate  the  deposition  from  the  Rose-Walsh  Smelter. 

> 

> Thanks, 

> 

> Joyel 

> 

> 

> Joyel  R.  Dhieux 

> Federal  On-Scene  Coordinator 

> U.S.  EPA  Region  8 

> Ph:  303-312-6647 
>Cell:  720-441-9961 

> 
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